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SUBJECT 



REF 



Nixon Doctrine, Vietnam and Europe; German Press 
Analysis 



German newspapers have in recent weeks contained many articles 
expressing concern that US commitments to Europe may be reduced 
in the period following the end of the Vietnam war. These con- 
cerns tend to focus on the possible application of the Nixon 
Due trine to Europe. Typical of this analysis is the following 
piece bv Gieselher Wirs in $/ which appeared in the November 1 
edition of the pro-CDU Stuttgart weekly DEUTSCHE ZB HUNG - CHRIST 
UND WELT . 

BEGIN TEXT: 

"The ceasefire in Vietnam affects the entire U.S. system of 
alliances and confronts Europe, particularly the FRG, with the 
question to what extent the Vietnam example is significant for 
the U.S. allies ... The Nixon Doctrine was not directly related 
to Europe. It was accompanied by assurances — reaffirmed 
recently — that the U.S. engagement fur NATO will continue and 
be intensified. However, skepticism about this is even voiced 
in Anerica. FOREIGN AFFAIRS* Hamilton Fish Armstrong comments 
on the, as he sees it, erosion of America's post-war alliances... 
He deals with the American commitments in Europe only marginally. 
But it is common knowledge that the forces led by Senator Mans- 
field want to include Europe in the dismantling of America's 
overseas commitments. 

President Nixon has energetically countered these efforts, and, 
repeatedly pointed out that he visited the European allies, 
including Bonn and Berlin, soon after his inauguration. He 
reportedly is planning a similarly spectacular and symbolic 
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trip to Europe by which the continuance of the alliance is 
confirmed. 

However, strong Congressional pressure for a drastic cutback 
of the U.S. military presence in Europe will continue. . .Brandt 
argues that his Ostpolitik makes the FRG more independent of the 
U.S., particularly of its troop presence. ..The opponents of the 
Ostpolitik argue that the FRG arrangement with Moscow has fanned 
the isolationist trends in the U.S....In any event a certain 
apathy toward Europe is spreading in the U.S. There is an 
increasing temptation for Washington to pay less consideration 
to Europe and to seek direct agreement with the Kremlin in 
several areas: the White House cannot defend positions which 
are gradually surrendered by the Europeans. 

Nevertheless, the Americans — in any event Nixon — continue to 
be ready to counter the Soviet efforts to dominate Europe as 
long as the Europeans are also determined to prevent this. Once 
they give up, an American withdrawal on the Vietnam pattern is 
no longer inconceivable .. 

END TEXT. 




